
PR
ISM

A
-P (Preferred R

eporting Item
s for System
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 and M

eta-A
nalysis Protocols) 2015 checklist: recom

m
ended item

s to 
address in a system

atic review
 protocol*  

Section and topic 
Item

 N
o 

C
hecklist item

 

A
D

M
IN

ISTR
A

TIV
E IN

FO
R

M
A

TIO
N

 
Title: Identification 

1a 
Identify the report as a protocol of a system

atic review
 

U
pdate 

1b 
If the protocol is for an update of a previous system

atic review
, identify as such 

R
egistration 

2 
If registered, provide the nam

e of the registry (such as PR
O

SPER
O

) and registration num
ber 

A
uthors: 

C
ontact 

3a 
Provide nam

e, institutional affiliation, e-m
ail address of all protocol authors; provide physical m

ailing address of 
corresponding author 

C
ontributions 

3b 
D

escribe contributions of protocol authors and identify the guarantor of the review
 

A
m

endm
ents 

4 
If the protocol represents an am

endm
ent of a previously com

pleted or published protocol, identify as such and list changes; 
otherw

ise, state plan for docum
enting im

portant protocol am
endm

ents 
Support: 

Sources 
5a 

Sponsor 
5b 

R
ole of sponsor or funder 

5c 

IN
TR

O
D

U
C

TIO
N

 
R

ationale 
6 

D
escribe the rationale for the review

 in the context of w
hat is already know

n 
O

bjectives 
7 

M
ETH

O
D

S 
Eligibility criteria 

8 

Inform
ation sources 

9 

Search strategy 
10 

Study records: 
D

ata m
anagem

ent 
11a 

D
escribe the m

echanism
(s) that w

ill be used to m
anage records and data throughout the review

 

1
N

/A
page 4

page 1

page 20

page 20

Indicate sources of financial or other support for the review
 

page 20 
 Provide nam

e for the review
 funder and/or sponsor 

D
escribe roles of funder(s), sponsor(s), and/or institution(s), if any, in developing the protocol 

pages 5,6
Provide an explicit statem

ent of the question(s) the review
 w

ill address w
ith reference to participants, interventions, 

com
parators, and outcom

es (PIC
O

) pages 7, 8, 9

Specify the study characteristics (such as PIC
O

, study design, setting, tim
e fram

e) and report characteristics (such as years 
considered, language, publication status) to be used as criteria for eligibility for the review

 
pages 6,7,8,9,10

D
escribe all intended inform

ation sources (such as electronic databases, contact w
ith study authors, trial registers or other 

grey literature sources) w
ith planned dates of coverage 

pages 9, 10
Present draft of search strategy to be used for at least one electronic database, including planned lim

its, such that it could be 
repeated 

pages 23, 24

page 10

Laratta Subm
ission: PA

P A
dherence in C

O
PD



Selection process 
11b 

State the process that w
ill be used for selecting studies (such as tw

o independent review
ers) through each phase of the 

review
 (that is, screening, eligibility and inclusion in m

eta-analysis) 
 D

ata collection process 
11c 

D
escribe planned m

ethod of extracting data from
 reports (such as piloting form

s, done independently, in duplicate), any 
processes for obtaining and confirm

ing data from
 investigators

D
ata item

s 
12 

O
utcom

es and prioritization 
13 

R
isk of bias in individual studies 

14 

D
ata synthesis 

15a 
D

escribe criteria under w
hich study data w

ill be quantitatively synthesised 
15b 

If data are appropriate for quantitative synthesis, describe planned sum
m

ary m
easures, m

ethods of handling data and 
m

ethods of com
bining data from

 studies, including any planned exploration of consistency (such as I 2, K
endall’s τ) 

15c 
D

escribe any proposed additional analyses (such as sensitivity or subgroup analyses, m
eta-regression) 

15d 
If quantitative synthesis is not appropriate, describe the type of sum

m
ary planned 

M
eta-bias(es) 

16 
C

onfidence in cum
ulative evidence 

17 
*

It is strongly recom
m

ended that this checklist be read in conjunction w
ith the PR

ISM
A

-P E
xplanation and E

laboration (cite w
hen available) for im

portant
clarification on the item

s. A
m

endm
ents to a review

 protocol should be tracked and dated. T
he copyright for PR

ISM
A

-P  (including checklist) is held by the
PR

ISM
A

-P  G
roup and is distributed under a C

reative C
om

m
ons A

ttribution L
icence 4.0.

From
: Sham

seer L, M
oher D

, C
larke M

, G
hersi D

, Liberati A, Petticrew
 M

, Shekelle P, Stew
art L, PRISM

A
-P G

roup. Preferred reporting item
s for system

atic review
 and 

m
eta-analysis protocols (PRISM

A-P) 2015: elaboration and explanation. BM
J. 2015 Jan 2;349(jan02 1):g7647. 
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     page 10
List and define all variables for w

hich data w
ill be sought (such as PIC

O
 item

s, funding sources), any pre-planned data 
assum

ptions and sim
plifications 

pages 10, 11, 12
List and define all outcom

es for w
hich data w

ill be sought, including prioritization of m
ain and additional outcom

es, w
ith 

rationale 
pages 8, 9

D
escribe anticipated m

ethods for assessing risk of bias of individual studies, including w
hether this w

ill be done at the 
outcom

e or study level, or both; state how
 this inform

ation w
ill be used in data synthesis 

pages 12, 13

pages 14, 15

page 14
Specify any planned assessm

ent of m
eta-bias(es) (such as publication bias across studies, selective reporting w

ithin studies) 
D

escribe how
 the strength of the body of evidence w

ill be assessed (such as G
R

A
D

E) 
page 15




